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^TTcT ^F3TTrT 444) 3Tf4^HT ( R4)2TT ) 

M f^fr, 8 3R^, 2007 

f^r. , ^n^l TOH TF«TT SI I ^ TTS T^r ^ RT *T?T 4 Pl^ffcRT ^ ^ ^ 

M l dHTlfe ft ^Jc=«F % f^PnfTW TTRlSTT ^JF3TRT I 

Tf. 10/7/2006- 4)4)^4). --^: =l4 1995 4 F*Tl44)fsra 41*11^ 1975 3^ 41 hi^ tftr 

(Tffecf TTTJsr)' FTT FFRR, TH TT 3T*T^T ^IdRcw RT 3TRRR qt^fl cf^TT Rt^TRI) RiMHiqcri), 1995 (ftR) 
sn4 wt*) 4) fwTRRt Mr RfaRRt (M urfaRTT) 

6-8-2002 RT atfspEJ^TT WIT 26/1/2001-^)4^ R cTFT «tl^ u 5, 3^ ^TTT ¥RR (^P# 3R) TW 

t) <£ T^r # 3TSRT WT 4 Mfrcl (M3TF)W^TO.wt)4 3TO TT 

w)4l i^cMr) RwiRw «e 4)fR5TTT sffiw^RfrTPT 3Tf^f4ct%Q;4l fWltfTR 13-9-1996 <S)^Fj) 
7^ sft 3?k 14-10-1997 ^) 3ffiRf 4^ TrtTOTPT Wft 3rf*R£FTT 4. 47/T(^/30^«rl^ Wcl hi<rM ^t 

t ^^26-4-1999 ^ 21/1/99-4)4^^ ^ 19-4- 2000 

sfRm rts #w 444) stRtcj^rt 4. 21/1/99-414)^4) ^ wcT Rt [Wifi?i 4t ^4 4t i h i«hM 

4) Rl u lRl<fr t 4)$TT 7-8-2001 R) STf^RJ^TT 4. 26/1/2001-4141^,41 ^ FIR ^ *4t ^4 4t afk 3Tfim hR«u* 1 
6-8-2002 3T) 3rfsRJxFfl4. 26/1/2001 -4Hft4) ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ! . 

gfft trt: cRg in ^T^RTTMT ^ 9-10-2002 4) 4)7& 4. 106/2002-4).^. 4 cTFT WI 

W ^TT I TR4 3TRRT, 14f^R 'SrrfqFflft 4 7-6-2006 4) RRlSlT ^ R) 4t I 

2, teTTratr t3?tk 

4 44 w 4Rlta ^4t«T 4 wfRR TRK Ttf^feRT TT^T t I Rl^T 14^fe TffRRT ^ 

W4t ^TT 44) t l^rff 4) -#Tf^r WT ^ TrT^T tg ^ 3t^T TTOt t, RT RTC FR-4-RR 90% 

F)mt i^^4)t44TT4T,R^4TTW^if^^w^4f^^iTt i w)4t 
^ r^pHK T T ^ ip43rt 4 tor ^irt t 44 3f4fc wf4r anft ^4 tt 11 ^ 44tt^ 7 tfrr 1975 ^4 

3THJR 55 ^ 3TRfcl ^cT t 1 ^4 44n^7^ 31^4) 3^[4)-I 500330 3?fc Viwlq »hiih m-^^1 ^ 3T^K 

55033000 ^ 3TcPtcT 3TP) 44 ^?T tolRlTlT t I TT«llf9, ^ ^ t 4k ^fqR RN ^ ^4 TT 14v4) 4) 

wi 4 frertt 4 RFft i 
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3. SFgte 3ftT 3# 

qf*TO TO Hid I TOf, 7^ fTOft 3 HI'IKK 7>TO7] qfshfdTH % TO4 7TO7 qf*Rl4H f^T. 

^TOq *n$<TO, TOdi TOq^nq^ qfsfcfTO Hd^TOarrTOqrqTOqFTTq'nq wtTOtjttTO TOTO fTOtttt srgftq 
7F7 TO!¥J<r7> TOt Confer T^fTO TTTH, 77 7T 7J77T 3T77T 3Tfcrf^ERT TpTT 77 3TT7FT7 q7 77T TO PtTOt) 

TOdTO, 1995 ^TO? 23 ^FFlTOTO 1995 TOTOTOrTOig?7TtfTO TOTO, 1975 7ft 7T0 97T(5) 7f TOfaqTT 
TlfT^TT 7FTC 7ft t 1 sTO SllTO 3 TO47 ^ *lTO u S q^* TORT J I U KM e£ qqTO 71 TO 3 ITOfdd TOgl 7*q IT qFTTq 7q 
WTTO^^TftTOWTftT^ROTfTqfeTft t I HlTOlTO TO*iqqTe7T wTO rp-T 7^ 7T7T fTO # fa TO TO 3 
TFg TI TFTTq 7q TTfTO ^Je^F «Ft F7T7T faq 7TTO TO 3^ TO fa TOt TO 7T 7TOt q7TFff7 TO fat FFITTT t TO fTO 
TFT^ TOf fa 7*75 77J FT TFTiq 7q WTfafa qjfa fat TOt TO 5 M fat 3T7fa 77T TO TO 7T«TT 77fa °[fa TF7 77 aTJlfa 
'faqrll i 


TOsfl 7ft 'TfTO fat qfa 7?fa qq "TOTOr 5TO 3F^7 77il<lcH7> 71^ fa 7T7R 71 TO fat fag^ 7F TO fa 7?q 

'snf^cjiiO ^d^sKi Toq^^T* 7ft Vim "drO t<sR 7>t 'd^id fair ^7 ^in 7ft ^hTO =k<h fa faq mddtlfa Pi 4 7 fa Pfaw 23 fa 7T7 
faTOTOlfTOfat 7T7 97?(5) fa3Tg7R7fa^7TOtfa77T^fat77TOfa7T77q7 TOfaTOTOTlTTO^TTfafa 
TO fat 771771 TOt I 

4. VllPMH TO 

TOTI7 TO fa TOTO TO fafTO J|UKM1 TO TlTO 1 ^ t I 

5. ■gferr 

PTO 6-8-2002 fat TORJ^ 7. 26/1/2001 -TOlqfa fa rTTcT TO ffaq 7q faTO TO fafalFT fat TFlt^T W$ ^1 
PpN^ ^ 4 t ^ w^z ^ ^ 9-10-2002 tt ^.tj. srf^roi u 106/2002-#.^. ^ 

to ^ftfh w «u, fnfaq -snf^FKt xr^gRi tftr OfciteR) ^rf#m, 1975 4r ttw (-qit^T ^gapjf 

TOPI, ^ T R 7^ 3TKRT 3T%fw 7],^ ^T TOTO 7R W *iJpT PmfFI) pRIRTTOft, 1995 ^ 3RJRK W Pm 
23^T^7f^^Hl^tfl7F (tM^T) 3#7pm, 1995 WT9^(5) ^ TO f37 TOT 

f TOTOTTt 7p77 W %R ^ 2?Tf^ 3^ 77pW TOKR7 ^ t^T ^ 7T TO] ^ R^ffdd Tffifai TO?TO ^ 3TlTOTcr1f 
TOTTET 7^*^ ?ft TOTt ^Tfd TOTT itPt 7T gdO^fd TTt 7TTORT #»ft 1 ITT TOT^IR‘^q 7^ 7?feTO 6-8-2002 ^\ 
3Tf7?jTOT 71. 26/1/2001 -"sMqst ^ '^TRT TO^TIliTOT # 1 

6. nfsr 3Wflr 

Tlfror ^ yq)ddl«? 7IR qft 317f7 1 3T^T, 2006 ^ 31 TOf, 2007 TO (12 RTf) Tit t I 7«llf7, aifd tTT^TOT 
3 7^| 2003-04, 2004-05,2005*06 37^T ; 2006—TO^, 2007 7ft S^fa TTlfTOT TOTT 1 

7. TJ^RT '517^7 oRTTT 

! 7TTOT ^7T 7^ PPlfTOf sfk W 7 3TO ^m/afafTM ^ ‘TTSEr r ^TOT RTOR, TO R TOT mz 3TOTOf qq 
TTtTfTTO’ cT«TT T^TrapT 7f! TTTfTO TJTO fTTlftcT TO 3 3lfc PlTlfTO ^7 3 TOp TO 3fl7 TO PfTRf ^ pFTpTte 7ft 
3irok 7707 ^ TO TOFT ^ TO7T ^Tf TFT t : 

fof^ TrfTOfr, 

TOto tt^ TOn TOtot 
TTfro TOft, 

O l dHlM F^ TOg T^ q gi rH^l l dil - ( ), 

7FTTT 7T. 240, TOf «TeR, 

! 7f trot-ii ooii 

; TO7 75^ f?77^ TO Ft TO 7t TO TOTTlTO ^ TO f77TfeT TO 4' 3^ ^7 F TO ^ TTOcI 31^7 7R 7TTO t I 

j 

S. FfFT TOrr 

; TOft TOstt ^ Tort TO 'TO 7 ^ ^ TO TO f tTOTO Ttt ftTO 7ft tt w TO^t 

3 Tf«TO 7 T ■£ toTO TO 7 ft tTO 7 t TOPo ( 40 ) TO # TO 7|7 TO TOq i TO TOTO tfft TO ^ TO TO ^jttt 
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W W WU I S^T W3 ^TT 3Tjq F ?tt lHW Mw<T HkH<lVT TWTF^TT ^ 37^TTt Tt^TS 4 3Tc?W ^TI ^ 3TIV1T ^ 
3TT^ 3JR ^UuilH ffoT^ TT f i 

9. ftic^Pi<*) q>|$H cFT ’faft^TUT 

fW7 6(7) ^ 37^^ 

fan m, ^ 3ftM^ sm ^ tut 11 ^ ^ wf 37i^m ^ t *tt Bffar wt ^ *rfa ^ 

>3t^t ^ ^m\ t ^ s&tfm Tf*n i ^ am tft ^ sttvtt ^Tfanp 

T^T TT 'H=hd t 77*71 FR37TC ^T ^il^rf TTTwm Fffiq ? I 

- SIR ftfas 3nf^Rt 

MESISTOY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

INITIATION NOTIFICATION ( SUNSET REVIEW) 

New Delhi, the 8th October, 2007 

Subject:—Sunset Review of anti-dumping duty imposed on.Aciylic Fibre originating in or exported from Korea RP 
and Thailand. 

No. 10/7/2006-DGAD.—Whereas having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 as amended in 1995 and the 
Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Duty or Additional Duty on Dumped Articles and for 
Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995 (hereinafter referred to as AD Rules), vide Notification Number26/1/2001-DGAD dated 
06-8-2002, the Designated Authority (hereinafter referred to as the Authority) notified its final findings recommending 
definitive anti-dumping duty on import of Acrylic Fibre (hereinafter referred to as subject goods) originating in or exported 
from Thailand, USA and Korea RP (hereinafter referred to as subject countries). The original anti-dumping investigation 
was initiated on 13-9-1996 and definitive anti-dumping duty was recommended vide final findings Notification No. 47/ADD/ 
IW, dated 14-10-1997. Subsequently, mid-term review was undertaken vide Notification No. 21/1/99-DGAD, dated 264-1999 
and definitive anti-dumping duty was recommended Vide final findings Notification No. 21/1/99-DGAD, dated 194-2000. 
Sunset review of the anti-dumping duty was initiated vide Notification No. 26/1/2001 -DGAD, dated 07-8-2001 and the final 
findings were issued vide Notification No. 26/1/2001-DGAD, dated 06-8-2002. 

And whereas definitive anti-dumping duty was imposed on the subject goods vide Customs Notification No. 

106/2002-Customs, dated 09-10-2002. Further Designated Authority initiated mid-term review on 06-07-2006. 

2. Product Under Consideration 

The product involved in the original investigation and this sunset review is Acrylic Fibre. Acrylic Fibre is a long 
chain of synthetic polymer composed of at least 90% by weight of Acrylonitrile which is a maj or raw material for production 
of acrylic fibre. It is broadly described in terms of colour, length and denier of the fibre. It is used for the purpose of 
manufacturing apparels, household items and it has a great industrial use etc. It is classified under Chapter 55 of the 
Customs Tariff Act, 1975. It is further classified under the heading 550330 of Schedule-IofCustomTariffActand55033000 
as per Indian Trade Classification, The classification is, however, indicative only and is in no way binding on the scope of 
the present investigation. 

3. Request for review and initiation 

Forum of Acrylic Fibres Manufacturers, New Delhi through the participating companies, viz., M/s. Indian Acrylics 
Ltd. and M/s. Vardhman Acrylics Ltd., has filed a petition under Section 9A(5) of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 as amended 
in 1995 read with Rule 23 of the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti-Dumping Duty on 
Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995 requesting sunset review of anti-dumping duties earlier 
imposed on imports of Acrylic Fibre from Thailand, Korea and USA. In its application, the applicant has substantiated the 
need for a review of the anti-dumping duty imposed on the subject goods originating in or exported from Thailand and 
Korea RP. The petitioner has claimed with prima facie evidence that cessation of anti-dumping duty imposed on subject 
goods from both these countries is likely to lead to continuation or recurrence of dumping and injury and have requested 
to continuation and enhancement of the anti -dumping duty imposed on subject goods from subject countries for a further 
period of 5 years. 

Having satisfied itself on the basis of the positive evidence submitted by the domestic industry substantiating the 
need for a review, the Authority hereby initiates a review in accordance with Section 9A (5) of the Act, read with Rule 23 of 
Anti-dumping Rules, to review the need for continued imposition of duties in force and whether the expiry of the duty 
would be likely to lead to continuation or recurrence of dumping and injury. 
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4. Country involved 

The countries involved in the present investigation are Korea RP and Thailand. 

5. Procedure 

Having decided to review the final findings issued vide Notification No. 26/ i '2001 -DG AD, dated 06-8-2002; and 
whereas definitive anti-dumping duty was imposed on the subject goods vide Customs Notification No. 106/2002-Customs, 
dated p9-l 0-2002. The Authority hereby initiates investigation to review whether cessation of anti-dumping duty is likely 
to lead to continuation or recurrence of dumping and injury on imports of Acrylic fibre originating in or exported from 
Thailand and Korea RP. In accordance with the Customs Tariff (Amendment) Act, 1975 and Customs Tariff (Identification, 
Assessment, and Collection of Anti-E>umping Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury') Rules, 1995. In 
terms 6f the provision of Section 9A (5) of Customs Tariff (Amendment) Act, 1995 read with Rule 23 supra. The review 
coversj all aspects of Notification No. 26/1/2001-DGAD dated 06-8-2002 except for the exclusion of USA. 

6. Period of Investigation 

The period of investigation for the purpose of the present review is 1 st April, 2006 to 31st March, 2007 
(12 months). However, injury analysis shall cover the years 2003-2004,2004-2005.2005-2006 and April 2006-March 2007. 

7. Subimission of Information 

The exporters in subject countries, their government through their Embassies/High Commissions in India'' 
represjentatives, the importers and users in India known to be concerned and the domestic industry are being addressed 
separately to submit relevant information in the form and manner prescribed and to make their views know-n to the: 

i The Designated Authority, 

Ministry of Commerce and Industry, 

Department of Commerce, 

Directorate General of Anti-Dumping and Allied Duties (DG AD), 
j RoomNo.240,UdyogBhavan, . 

New Delhi-110107 

Any other interested party may also make its submissions relevant to the investigation in the prescribed form and 
mannfer within the time limit set out below. 

8. Tiijie Limit 

Any information relating to the present review and any request for hearing should be sent in writing so as to reach 
the Authority at the address mentioned above not later than forty days (40 Days) from the date of letter of this review 
notifijcation. If no information is received within the prescribed time limit or the information received is incomplete, the 
Designated Authority may record its findings on the basis of the facts available on record in accordance with the Anti¬ 
dumping Rules. 

9. Inspection of Public File 

In terms of Rules 6(7), any interested party may inspect the public file containing non-confidential version of the 
evidence submitted by other interested parties. In case where an interested party refuses access to, or otherwise does not 
provide necessary information within a reasonable period, or significantly impedes the investigation, the Authority may 
record its findings on the basis of the facts available to it and make such recommendations to the Central Government as 
deeded fit. 

R. GOPALAN, Designated Authority 
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